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On June 15, the US Supreme Court handed down a decision confirming that persons suspected of
crimes committed in the US or which "threaten the stability or security of the US" can be captured
by US authorities abroad without prior official extradition proceedings. The ruling was quickly
and forcefully condemned throughout Latin America most notably in Mexico, the site of the case
which led to the court decision. Mexican physician Humberto Alvarez Machain was abducted and
arrested in 1990 by US authorities to be prosecuted in the US. Machain was accused of participating
in the 1985 murder of US anti-drug agent Enrique Camarena. The Mexican Foreign Ministry
requested in December 1991 that the US Supreme Court review the case. A sampling of reactions
by Latin American government officials to the US Supreme Court deicision is summarized below.
ARGENTINA. On June 16, Foreign Minister Guido di Tella told reporters that his government
considers the decision to be "extremely serious, should it come to be exercised." He said Argentina
would not hesitate to express disagreement on such a move. Justice Minister Leon Arslanian
called the Supreme Court decision "an historic regression in criminal law." In a communique,
the ruling Justicialista (Peronist) Party said the US is the only nation-state at present which wants
to implement the practice of abduction with the knowledge and approval of government and
legal authorities. On June 18, President Carlos Menem described the "erroneous" decision as
a "horror." BOLIVIA. On June 16, Foreign Ministry official Armando Loaiza told reporters the
decision represents the US imposing force over international law. Armed Forces commander-inchief Gen. Oscar Vargas said that Bolivia is a sovereign country and "will not permit incursions of
foreign forces." Politicians of the ruling and opposition parties, along with members of the Supreme
Court, also criticized the decision. Vice president Luis Ossio called the decision a clear violation
of international law and an "illogical and unilateral" measure. On June 17, Justice Minister Adan
Soria Diez Canseco said, "the US, with the title of owner of the world, is declaring that there are no
borders, sovereign states or legal organizations in the world." Foreign Minister Ronald MacLean
reiterated his government's rejection of the US decision and said it "will not permit the violation
of sovereignty." MacLean added that the government would redefine the activities of the US
Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA) in Bolivia, and was considering suspending all further
cooperation with the agency unless provided with sufficient guarantees of respect for national
sovereignty. In particular, La Paz will request that US authorities guarantee that the "privilege"
of abducting defendants in Bolivia for prosecution in the US not be exercised. President Jaime
Paz Zamora told reporters on June 18 that he was "concerned as a citizen of the planet" by the
implications of the Court decision. BRAZIL. On June 18, Brazilian Foreign Minister Celso Lafer
condemned the US decision as contrary to the Organization of American States (OAS) charter
which prohibits intervention in the domestic affairs of foreign nations. In addition Article 20 of the
charter prohibits violation of national sovereignty via the use of force by a foreign power. Lafer
said that violation of Mexican territorial sovereignty "appears clear" in the case leading to the
Court decision. Justice Minister Celio Borja agreed with Lafer. For Borja, the US Supreme Court
decision violates the "fundamental principle of international society and of limiting the jurisdiction
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of nation-states to respective territories." Next, the minister pointed out that no government permits
foreign agents to carry out acts of force on national territory without authorization." CHILE. On
June 16, Foreign Minister Enrique Silva Cimma said the government of President Patricio Aylwin
"simply does not accept [the US Supreme Court decision]." The measure was publicly condemned
by Senate president Gabriel Valdes and Marcelo Schilling, Socialist Party leader and member of
the government's security coordination committee. COLOMBIA. Justice Minister Fernando Carrillo
told reporters on June 17 that the decision is antithetical to "years of struggle for consolidation"
of several precepts of international law, including sovereignty, equality of nation- states, selfdetermination, and non-interference. Although an extradition treaty between the US and Colombia
exists, extradition was prohibited under the 1991 constitution. On June 24, daily newspaper La
Prensa cited unidentified military officers as saying that the US decision could serve to justify
abduction of rebels who have targeted US companies for sabotage, and kidnapped US nationals.
CUBA. According to an editorial published June 16 in the official Communist Party newspaper
Granma, "The US has no right at all nor has anyone outside its frontiers granted it the right to
impose its gun law, its law of the Wild West, its law of the jungle, its lynch law, on other countries."
PERU. On June 16, the government of President Alberto Fujimori refused to officially comment on
the measure "until more details are known." The Foreign Ministry said that it was studying the
decision. Lima Superior Justice Court president Lino Roncallo told reporters the move constitutes
an "attack on the sovereignty of foreign countries." URUGUAY. The Senate voted unanimously
on June 18 to condemn the US Supreme Court decision on grounds that the ruling impacts on
international law and nation-state territorial integrity. VENEZUELA. On June 16, Deputy Paciano
Padron, head of the foreign relations legislative commission, told reporters the commission had
requested that President Carlos Andres Perez revise the country's extradition treaty with the US. On
June 18, Supreme Court president Gonzalo Rodriguez Corro called the decision "arbitrary" and a
"serious precedent." Blanca Marmol de Leon, president of the Venezuelan Judges Association, said
the decision constituted "a violation of human rights." [Sources: Reuter, 06/17/92; Agence France
Presse, 06/16-18/92; Prensa Latina (Cuba), 06/16/92, 06/18/92; Notimex, 06/16/92, 06/17/92, 16/19/92
La Prensa (Colombia), 06/24/92]
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